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Frederick xiagazine 

Yesterday Debbie k< $les of the magazine asked me to do a piece for the December issue 
on the Dtone movie aiivi whit ^ think uhopened in tile J^K assassination. I told her the lat- 
ter could imply some theoretical solution and I would liave nothing to do with that. I ex- 
plained why e do not know tile truth, etc., a Se 3ug. .anted a modification th:t she thought 
.oulu be OK. I took the enclosed to her lunchtiut? today. Mb had a p oasant lunch and 
chatteci for a while. Later she told iiw she had allowed it to the publisher and they would 
not publish it siniauiuiabQcause it is libellous. I said it i n t at all. ohe then said 
well, they were really afraid of hiv^Sthscx the coats of r a V 2ioef suit to pay. I 3nid 1 
can unserstand that, and do, assuming there is any prospect tliat one might bo filed, 
as there sure as hell isn8t. 

She aslced no to do a piece on nysulf, how I got into this, what - have done, etc., an( 
as I had told her e;trlier, liave no interest in personal publicity and I declined. 

Mh on I agreed to give her a r ought draft, all - agreed to, and when I gave it to her, 
told her to feel free to cut it as they 3 eo fit., the same with editing, anything. 

They are, I think, really affaid of anything at all significant or controversial , 
because if there liad been onytliing even close to libel it could have been cut. 

Vfhile at lunch Debbie told me that she likes ny writing because it is direct. 

(i am not aware tliat she has read ny books so I suppose she had the letters to the editor 
and oped pieces in the local papers.) 

' x 'his does not seem to be consistent with fe r of an unlikely libel 3 uit where there 


was no libel, 


